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-cfrfiirw 4 ill 4 WBHil 

(-grfirpiEr ) 

3TfSR|«RT 

Tf t^cfr, 29 W3T, 2000 

31 Rm 

fcm: -#=r ’ruRiw Tt 8 -kktdk (8 ti^i k siftth % k* 3 wrfrk kt 

TTSqTctftj TTRtW— 

^^V3TTf-5^/36/95-96 —TT^1995^>WF?ftfsra7llMRJc^ £R'b 3#lfWT, 1975 3fa-TOcFlkRT 

W^^T3^Tra^TTimf8f?lfT?-lfl3il)fW1T^ft, 1995 

Tit TZfR TT§^ TR : 

«B. uftb^ll 

1. <5t M 5ftoT 3TWf *rf t= J 

i. yi%cf5r^ (fk& ^7# STR" k cTTfT TJZIT t) ^ kdk? 30 

1999 kt 3lf^xRj 7T. T?it^t/3TTt^c^/36/95-96 gRI TTHklPlch ^xRT Rrfr 

^ ?ft kt vjH<ii< 5 tFRTTHT (f^RT «TT^ k cfT^T TNIT t ) k ^cT 

ck 3T2T3T cf^T Pldifcld 8 ^T^TcRff cktkckT cfc 3TTT)ldi TR kkcfT 28 
1997 kt STkTJEHT 7T. ^'Sl'Sl/3TT^' '5 fi C'^/36/95~96 {JRT TR^cT Pkd d I d-l <4> 
^IT^TMt *Jcd? 3#? fkTTcB 13T3kf,1997 kt 3Tk^tHI 7T. 27 k TRcfTR 

StRT ePTR ^ pR-qillc+lcu M|ci-INl£ft‘ kt RGHTTk Mtm ^5) cfR^ k ^ 
sft I 

ii. 5n%cfkt £RT kw 28 tfRcT^ 1997 eft 3Tk7JrUTT 7T. ^^6^/36/95- 

96 gRT 7RRT Rtk cfk RRT " cfTfR f | 

iii. 30 W?R, 1999 eft 3TftRjxRT TTRd k TTRR^ 3RTTE1TM ir McL-lf^ld eft Tj-| eft 

kRk Tkn^ccB 3lkfkqpfT, 1975 eft STJTjft-l k xftqT^eEE 333T-#4 730 

2933.40.04 k 3id J ld dk^d 8 ^T^TcRft cjftdlofk ft 3TRTRT ft wft ^ trick 
M tjrb <ft wrrft^r tt%tt ft} kf sft i 





2 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA .-EXTRAORDINARY 


[PartI—Sec. 1] 


iv. irrfefef ^ Tpft nicT feiWr 3ik (ffefe sfe rri % 

SRc^ v3^fpT "^'kl «i 4 llcH ’-PHl'^fccpd qoi^c) <i?fd<T>cH ^cTcRFTcT RRtrfeFT 
feT., cPcHctrdl SRI v5Mci«sy SRR R? Si ) fe >d|4vrlPlcp ^TFiT TTfcT fetfel 
sft 3ik tor 6 ( 4 ) $ 3F3TIR fcrfen *r r ferRi tt rcfth ^rt% rt 

3RRR fen SIT I 

V. HlBlcbl’5) ^ RRcT 4 8 nfetTcflR ^ 7R?t Hie! 3TRTcfer 3f)R vJCffe)xjT3ff 

(fvrMcp es-Tly ^ 1 ^ c)k± sj j 11 d nnfesjfenci Ri^fefennT ^snefeicr RRfer?R 
fol., Reich'"rll SRT RIcRH cfRR R? Sf ) cj^t TTferf^R ^ERT cf5t I^R nfeT 
3ltfeT S>t sft 3fk \J% R? $> Rift fet cf>t m^S $ RoftR fef E& feR fe%cT 
4 ferret Tf STcRcT SRFf RT 3TRR PSH ffelT SIT I 
Vi. fefel ^RTIcr TgcR 3ft? ^feT ?JeR %i (feffeft) 3fR c||f& | f<k|ch 3 TRjrH l TR 
TTlfefet n£lPlfeTMd (^TMt3fe RR Rfi), RdRdl t 3Fjfef ffelT RIT SIT 
fe Cf RftSTT afe^r c£ fepr TTRcT 3 8 nfefeftR cf> 3RTRfi cf> sfft 

MdH R?4 cf?T cRRSIT R^T I 

vii. mfefet 4 fern 6(4) 4? 3IJ?TR fel 3 8 FT^cr}) nfeftcfe 4> 

ffeferffer w fefeffeart/fefefe Rt tjr vuHidofl fert sft, 

• ferft Rufen ffeiTRj ^ kjcPTm)^ RRfe?pr, ?M, w-ite, fenffei, 
fer 

• feRf R$dl '^Md <£fi|chei fe^cRH ffelFT R«fe differ ^g, 3Tfe|, fed 

viii. fern 6 ( 2 ) eft stjttr Rf Reef) f^R fen RRReft ji u kirt eft ^cttctrt sft 

Rjfel fe RSI Rft m ^ ^ ^gfeT fesn RTT SIT fe 4^ 

RRRfeT ^ feR M^HIcIcfl eRT RR ^ cfc fe? 3N^ fel ^ fefefer/RqTScfTi 
fe TTeTTF ^ I Slltf ffefefer/RnTSRt cf?T cR ^4) Tlfef Ifericfet cf4 <^rl|c)RT cfit 
^ ^ nmicj^ ^ 5TfcT «ft ^TRTRT fe3fT RRfr 9ft TTSTTf^, fe# ?ft 
ffefeR/'JFTTScn ^ ch)4 RR SRR ffelT SIT I 

ix. nRcT *r 8 S^feefe c4 fenfeifecT 3fraided 3fR STSIcTT RT»ffeTT3Tf cRT 

nen MSdlddl feft fe sft ffer4 felH 6 ( 4 ) 3RTTR STNRRF ^ddl feff 
sft:- 

• eRITR 'teSI feR HT. fe, 

14/15 Rlt 5TSFT Ref 371/373 

d^fl RSI ifec, “ 400 009 


• feRt QTCRy fefrfefe 
Will 
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R^RT ReT, A\. TTTf. ^ RTR^ - 400 001 

• ^RRf RlfcR ‘t?Pl<T>ef 
108-^t 3T?TFFT RFTC 

^qcn# RTftfcTeft (#), RTR^ - 400 066 

R. 90, #RR RRR, c£RR ^TR Wl? eTSTTRR 
«Fefft - 560 032 

X. ^FR RRToT wfPFJcitRTeT RT^T-c^teer £c|cRFTR RTFMl^H feT., RTeFfrRT 

(RcfRTR RTRet 3 R^e[ RlflR) RTT 311 clinch ?[RRT r|r^ RcfT RSHIRef) #sff Rf 
sft I etf^TR A. ^FRRRTeT WTTRjfeRR RR^Rf cfrfacfVeT feR. wf[. fo. RxRRRTI' 

RFTC RTR[ A 3RTW I 

X'l. RTtorfr A RffeRT RR ^ f^RTR ^f R> feTR 8.8.2000 cftf RFfaftcR ^RTcTr^ cf?[ 
sft f^RT^r cfeef ^RF? ^RRFtR 3T!^P|ct>H feT., RReflR ^ RTR feFTT RT I f^FR 
6(6) R? 3FJRTC ftfR RTfM ^ ^ FTPfRTftRT R^jrf A RTR feTRT RT, RR& R? 
RF^TfR f^RT RRT RT A Rtf%Rf FR ^ cRRR RR mA f^RTRT Rf[ feT%R 
, 3 RFR RT'T I A. cTFRjRR 3 ]h1RrR feT.; RRefft ^ fafeld 3RFtR RRT ^ RRT t I 

Xii. R? RTR 1 3TteT, 99 ^ 31 RRRF, 1999 R?) 3FjfSr ^ feTR R?) R^ff sft I 

Xiii. RTRlRR f^FRTReft R* pFR 16 Rf 3FJRTF TfR rRRff RT feTR RdlRd 3TTRRRR 

R2RT/3RRTF RTf FHft W ft?d«l<£ Rlf^Rf R> RRST ^|eTTR! f^RRT RRT RT sfR RR RR 
RRT RrRr'T' RF A\ ^R Pi'RR'l A fcTf^Rd f^RR fcfTRT RRT t I 

(RT) R-cuyi^R RcMKR R^c| Rei)R 3lt? *IRh q<^R 

'* 2. f^RRFffR RRRR, R^e£ RlftR 3fft RRR cR^3Tt R? R& A ^R’stf RTTR A RTf^RjfxR 

Rtchtf 3TqMftR ^ t I 

(r) RTcR, RRFR TjeR, f^RfcT ^tRR, RTgR RTf^R, RrRTf TjeR ?FTTf^ 

3. (i) 5nf§TRTT^ ^ RTR-9RT (l) R ^ 3T^RN RTRFR TJeR Mr^T RT RRtRRTsf 8 
inr^TR^f R^fdteflR RT 5 RT MdRjj RTf f^RRT RRf Ref) *Rft r| 9f) | RRrfcf fMf A\ 
Md* A snftefr Rfr RTRTR R^f feTT I 3TR: RTfEjRR5) RR RTRRT t fcfT ^ff RT 
t PldldR^ ^ f^FIRT^RR RTf^fcRff RTf R?RfR RRTR R^f f^TRT % I 5nf§TRR$f RR RT? “rff 

RTRRT 11% RTRRT^t RRRRR ^T 8 BT^TR# R^dlefld RR RTRFR ^JeR Rff RTR^T 
Rff RTRf^TRT f^FPTRFft RR pFffdRfi/RRnRRl Rff t RTt RT^fRR^ RTf R5RTR ^ 
SFRReT t I 
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(ii) MlRfel'!’] ft 8 ftflftefft ft HTcf 3Ili|ldfti cfoT ftt 3ERTTcT^ iRdldcft ftftt 

ftt I wftft, fftftt ftt 3TNTTW ft flTfemft ftt ftt^ ^3xR gftf felT I cf^fTR, mfelftt 
cm g? hhht t fft 8 ftfhVftn ft aimicifti ft ftt fesfeift eft ftif 

fen 1ftt? ^ftfft ftft tjeht nftf ft % I 

(iii) ftg ftici nnftfRjftftR w^ftrftfenci ftftcnrftcr fft, 4 kHcpth^ 

ftt dft) j i t,ft ftt 3 ft ftftl 5r? ; Tfnftt nn ftft uiqiq gRR Rft fftqr i 

(iv) ^r mtr; fftftt ftt fera^ m ft jnfemnft gRf arftfer jrRRiftt enr fttf ^tr 

nft fen t I 

(Tl) tH«1 vrHcllft HMRI'j'M ft tgClldl'H ft f^dR 

4. ftftf nRRnft ¥RM eft ^eTTgRT ft fttf \3rR SR^cf gftf fftm ft I 


35. _ ^•’-g ^ 


5. 3H4idfti ft felR 

3l I q I d ft ft ft kjq? Uuqidq? ftYfft ftlftTR 3ITftfftcRT fef., 4 J Icil■< ft d14ul ift <t> ^ddl^ ft 
id Trmft Iftfftd 3Rjfti ft cr^t t fft : ~ 

(I) ftnft ftsft^R TnftfftcRf fei., ftnftlR ft mfenrft ftr jr^t snrft ^yr ft Tjftftt 
nfe ftt wftnft ft ftfcFf ftft ^ ferfe 23.12.96 ft 4R ft. cffeftftR; ftftTRRf:96 ft 
3Tqft 4R fft ftR SIR TTRnfen fem % I tfftift, 3RT mftr ft RTRFHRI,. feRRRTR 

'd(ftl'!3 fftm ft- 


(ft fft Mlddftft ^cg3 RFTTft ft fftftftp^ dftft ftt ftftft srfft nfftftt ftt? ^ftift 
ftftf nfe ft ftftR ngft fftrr TJTT 3T^ftft ftt ftft?RTT t I 

(Tl) Wfftft 1ft fft ft ftt? f ,3Tt.^. ft 8 mftftgftl ftjfftftft ftt HFT Wft 3Tfen ft I 
ffeft 2ft ft fef^ 8 Sl^qftl cfftftftft gn 3RI'cR, ^RTR 4 ^fiRT 3fR RR'cR 
3FRTRT HSTT 8 gftftnftt ft ’vJcqifftd nTgft ft fftftft ft ftftfftd 3ftn# (WTRR 

fttft ft WcEH TJTRT ft 3T3Enft fttft fej Rr f _ 
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1S98-99 

1999-2000 

wftn RiftHftfin't gm nmrfftr 8 
ftt J>d 81^1 

8,300 fftrrr. 

4,500 fftnr. 

y^ «(NK ft ^Mcl ft) mm 

15,800 fftor. 

20,900 fftni. 

mmlftcf 8 ?nn^ ftt '§Fd mm 

34,375 fftm. 

85,000 fftm. 

8 ft tftfty 8 ^yci^ cm 

fftftrn 

1,87,500fftm. 

1,01,700 fft'in. 


(iT) nRcf ft 8 t^T^; ft ^ W% ^TRcfJ ft yft 98-99 sfa 99-2000 ft sPITO 8.3 
3fTr 4.5 cf5T FJcqTgn fftm an fttn Wft eft 1999 ft nm % F3W^T cRfm mg' 

c?5Y fftn ft i 

(ft Fjqftnn 3TfcfF# ft cT§7T ft RW ftftcT fftdft ft fft ftn ftt gcFn ft nftcj 
3cMi^h wm rft an ftmrft srmRT nmmr rnnrncn ft mm an f ^frfcnj Ranfttn nftfn ftt 
srfcT Mgtft cm mm nftt ncmn ft I 

(ft grfcF T^cT cgRPncHd) ftftl 

e. Fjftm ft ftft fjtR n Iftoift cf§t fftftft ft rnfftmift nn nFmn t fft mm ft 

rnftm nn ftn^- TTxm^; ft mnmft nn fttft mmm nft w ft i nn^n< 

mfftnnft ftn^ ftm ft ftra nrftft ft ftnm §n mfftn mpnft frt ftftj msftn ftt |rf 
fftftt ntft ftt mnTftm nftf nm RTft i mnmT ft snfftmft Fjftm ft fftp? nfft 
fttmr nm fftytmi nftt nm ■nft I 

(ft ftfftn fftmpft 


7. nrnftcm ft mrfftmft w fftnft nn nfft f fft ftc£ mftn mftn fftnrng nftr £ 
fft ft) ’ft nsr nn F3rR n ffteft ftt Rftfft ft fftftncn him 9 u 'S 3Taric^nrsm, cnmfftcn sftft 
fttn ftft ft ftn cmmiiyicn ftny ftt 'jfnfr nftf ftt nn mcmft i frt nan ftt anm ft n^ftt 
|>n, mfftmft ftt mr nm t fft ft?^ ftrr ft 8 \ r nn-^ ft srrarcft nn ftft^r nimftft njcm 
ftt 'M-Hi'-m nmft ft nrfttn ftt ^rfcT npmf ^Fft sramr ^y^i^Fci fttft nft ft’rrcRT 
nftt ft l ^'-HfeTkj, Hitachi ft ftftr nrnmftt j rri^ ft 8 eft 3TraM n? nrFnftaft ^e<n 
mniFF ^mft nn 5Rmm cmft ft I 

8. F^n m nnnew nn fftnm nmft eft n?nTcr nrfftnnft n? ftmnft iftqrnmft ft % 

• ftsi^ ft?r ft ’jm ft mamT nFt ft fftftfftn 8 ft nmn ft mtn nmfft ft 
ftnm nft| nftm ftt ftrft arfft nftt n|ftr ft i 

• wn srftft ft ftnrn ftn^ - ftm ft 8 n^n^, ft mm ft ft nftftT ftt ftft 
nmnfftp nfft nftf nfft ft I 

• ft ^ ft » w _v tut ■ w 
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g?t % 8 # simTctt RY W ^n? ^-tM ^ ^ Wcf 

f^Txnm i , 

10. ^ facTR? ■&$ aiftrfSrzm 3PJHTC #ET^, t3cqTA 

^(5 gfft ^ '(f3RT5pj[) SEffcfrd cfc WI<^raY 3?t Wl yTEEcft & I 

Tras&fa, M£v! snftrarft 


MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 29th November, 2000 

Final Findings 

Subject: Mid-Term Review of Anti Dumping Duty concerning Import* of 8 Hydroxy Quinoline (8 
HQ) from People’ Republic of China—Final Findings. 

ADD/IW/36/95-96.— Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 as amended In 1995 and the 
Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti-Dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and 
for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995, thereof: 

A. PROCEDURE 

1. The Procedure described below has been followed: 

i) The Designated Authority (hereinafter also referred to as the Authority) issued a 
public notice vide Notification No. ADD/IW/38/95-96 dated the 30 th November, 
1999, initiating mid -term review of definitive Anti-Dumping Duty recommended 
on imports of 8 Hydroxy Quinoline originating in or exported from People' 
Republic of China (hereinafter also referred to as the subject country) vide 
Notification No. ADD/IW/36/95-96 dated the'28 th February, 1997 and definitive 
Anti-Dumping Duty imposed by the Central Government vide Notification No.27 
dated thelst April, 1997. 

ii) The investigations concluded by the Authority vide Notification No. 
ADD/IW/38/95-96 dated the 28' h February, 1997 have been referred to as “the 
previous investigation”. 

iii) The Public notice dated 30 lh November, 1999 was published in the Gazette of 
India. Ejrtnao>dm$w>, initiating mid -term review of Anti-Dumping Duty concerning 
imports of 8 Hvdroxy Quinoline, classified under Customs sub-heading 
No.2933A0.04 of Schedule I of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975. 

iv) The Authority forwarded a copy of the public notice to all the known Exporters 
and industry Associations (whose details were made available by M/s. West 
Bengal Pharmaceutical Phytochemical Development Corporation Ltd., Calcutta, 
the Domestic Industry in the previous investigation) and gave them an 

onnoitunirv |r, it; win. i. 



■'3 






-V,,4»V -Ir*' 



[*FPT I—7?rn? 1 ] ' -m ^TVTi - 


v) The Authority forwarded a copy of tho public notice to all the known importers 
and consumers of 8 Hydroxy Quinoline in India (whose details were madb 
available by M/s. West Bengal Pharmaceutical Phytochemlcal Development 
Corporation Ltd, Calcutta,) and provided them an opportunity to make thei|r 
views known in writing within forty days frorr, the date of issue pf latter. 

vi) Request was made to the Central hoard of Excise and Customs (CBEC) amp 
Directorate General of Commercial Intelligence and Statistics (DGCI&S), 
Calcutta to arrange details o imports o 3 Hydroxy Quinoline in India during the 
penod of review. 

vii) The Authority sent a questic naire, to the following known manufacturers! 
exporters of 8 Hydroxy Quinoline in the subject country, in accordance with thq 
Rule 6(4):- 

□ M/s. Sinochem Jiangsu Import & Export Corporation, Shonghy, M.H.Road| 

Nianging, China. 

□ M/s.China National C' amical Construction Jiangsh Company, Beiging Roaq 

Najnging.China , 

viii) TheJEmbassy of People’ Republic of China in New Delhi was informed about the 
initiation of the review in accordance with rule 6(2) with a request to advise the 
exporters/producers from their countries to respond to the questionnaire within 
the prescribed time. A copy of the letter and questionnaire sent to the exporters 
was also .sent to the Embassy, alongwith a list of known exporters/producers 
None of the exporters/producers, however, filed any response. 

ix) A questionnaire was sent to the following importers and / or consumers of 8] 
Hydroxy Quinoline in India calling for necessary information in accordance with 
rule 6(4):- 

□ M/s,Bajaj Health CaFe Pvt. Ltd., 

14/15 Faie E-Edros, 1 st Floor 371 / 373 
Narshi Natha Street, Mumbai -400009. 

□ M/s G. Amphray Laboratories 
Sambava Chambers 

4 th Floor, SIE P.M. Road, Mumbai-400001. 

□ M/s Salvi Chemical Industries 
108-B Ashok Tower 

Kulupwadi Road, BoriviJi (E), Mumbai-400066. 

□ M/s Vetcare Alitech Pvt. Ltd 

No.90, 3rd Cross, 2 nd Main Ganganagar Layout, 

Banglore-560032. 
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x) A questionnaire was sent to M/s West Bengal Pharmaceutical Phytochemical 
Development Corporation Ltd, Calcutta,(the domestic Industry in the instant 
case) calling for necessary information. M/s West Bengal Pharmaceutical 
Phytochemical Development Corporation Ltd, Calcutta, however, failed to file its 
response. 

xi) The Authority held a public hearing on 8.8.2000 to hear the views orally, which 
was attended only by M/s Vetcare Organics Limited, Banglore. In accordance 
with Rule 6 (6) the parties who attended the public hearing were requested to 
file written submissions of the views expressed orally. Written submissions 
have been received from M/s. Vetcare Organics Limited, Banglore. 

xii) Investigation was carried out for the period 1st April, 1999 to 31 st December, 
1999. . 

xiii) In accordance with Rule 16 of the Rules supra, the essential facts/basis 
considered for these findings were disclosed to all known interested parties and 
comments received on the same have also been'duly considered in these 
findings. 

B. PRODUCT UNDER CONSIDERATION. DOMESTIC INDUSTRY AND LIKE 
ARTICLES : 

2. The Final Findings notified in the previous investigation with regard to the 
product under consideration, domestic industry and Like Articles remain 
unchanged. 

C. DUMPING. NORMAL VALUE, EXPORT PRICE, DUMPING MARGIN 
LANDED VALUE etc: 


3. (i) The Authority sent exporters questionnaire to known exporters of 8 Hydroxy 
Quinoline for the purpose of determination of Normal Value in accordance with 
Section 9A(1) c. However, none of the exporters responded to the Authority. 
The Authority, therefore, holds that the exporters from the subject countries 
have not co-operated with the Authority as envisaged under the Rules. The 
Authority also holds that the primary responsibility to establish Normal Value of 
8 Hydroxy Quinoline in People' Republic of China rests with the exporters / 
producers, who have failed to co-operate with the Authority. 

(ii) The Authority ajso sent importers questionnaire to known Importers of 8 
Hydroxy Quinoline. However, none of the Importers responded to the Authority. 
Accordingly, the Authority holds that Importers of 8 Hydroxy Quinoline have also 
not co-operated with the Authority and have not furnished any information. 
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(Hi) M/s West Bengal Pharmaceutical Phytochemical Development Corporation Ltd, 
Calcutta, the Domestic Industry also did not file any response to the 
questionnaire sent to them. 

•> 

(iv) Thus, none of the interested parties responded to the questionnaire forwarded 
by the Authority. 


D VIEWS OF EMBASSY OF THE PEOPLE' REPUBLIC OF CHINA : 

4. Embassy of the People' Republic of China have not submitted any response. 

E OTHER ISSUES : 

5. VIEWS OF 1MPROTERS . 

M/s., Vetcare Organics Ltd, Banglore, one of the importers, in their written 
submissions subsequent to the Public Hearing has submitted that: - 

(i) M/s Vetcare Organics Limited, Banglore has in their submission to the Authority 
drawn attention to their letter No. VAPL: DAAS: 96 dated 23.12.96 sent during 
the course of the previous investigation. They have, inter-alia, stated as follows: 

a) that imposing anti-dumping duty would cause severe injury to export oriented 
industries and have reiterated the submissions already made during the 
original investigation. 

b) Demand for 8 Hydroxy Quinoline from local sales and EOUs is substantial. 
Data regarding the production , consumption in the domestic market, imports 
of 8 Hydroxy Quinoline and export of items produced from 8 Hydroxy 
Quinoline for the ; past 2 years has been furnished ( as per information 
available from market sources), which is as follows: 



1998-99 

1999-2000 

Total qty. of 8- HQ produced by 
local manufacturers 

8,300 Kg. 

4,500 Kg. 

Total qty. consumed in domestic 
market 

15,800 Kg. 

20,900 Kg. 

Total qty. of 8- HQ imported 

34,375 Kg. 

85,000 Kg. 

Total exports of items made 
from 8- HQ 

1,87,500 Kg. 

___ 

1,01,700 Kg. 


c) the sole producer of 8- HQ in India had produced about 8.3 tons and 4.5 tons 
in 98-99 and 99-2000 respectively and has stopped production since mid 
1999. 
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d) The above statistics are clearly indicative of the fact that domestic production 
was negligible as compared to the demand, making imports inevitable. 
Therefore the question of injury caused to the local industry does not arise. 

F. INJURY AND CAUSAL LINK: 


6. In the absence of any response from the Domestic Industry, the Authority 
holds that there is no impact of imports of 8 Hydroxy Quinoline from subject 
country on the Domestic Industry in India. The Authority accordingly could not 
establish any injury to-the Domestic Industry by the dumped imports during the 
POI from the subject country. For similar reasons, the Authority could not 
determine Non-lnjurious Price for the Domestic Industry. 

G. FINAL FINDINGS: 

7. From the above, the Authority is led to the conclusion that in the absence of any 
response from any of the interested parties including the domestic industry, the 
critical parameters viz. the fact of dumping, material injury and the casual 
relationship between the two cannot be established. Keeping this in view, the 
Authority is of the opinion that cessation of existing Anti-Dumping Duty on 
imports of 8 Hydroxy Quinoline from the subject country, is not likely to lead to 
continuation or recurrence of injury to the Domestic Industry. Hence, the 
Authority proposes to discontinue the anti dumping duty on the import of 8- 
Hydoxy Quinoline form the People' Republic of China. 

8. Thus, the Authority concludes, after considering the foregoing, that: 

□ 8 Hydroxy Quinoline originating in or exported from the subject country has not 
caused any injury to the domestic industry of India during POI. 

□ The Domestic Industry has not suffered any material injury from .imports of 8 
Hydroxy Quinoline from the subject country during the POI. 

□ Cessation of existing Anti-Dumping Duty on imports of 8 Hydroxy Quinoline from 
the subject country is not likely to lead to continuation or recurrence of injury to 
the Domestic Industry. 

9. The Authority, therefore, recommends that the Xnti-Dumping Duty imposed on 
imports of 8 Hydroxy Quinoline originating in or exported from People' Republic 
of China, falling under Customs classification 29 3.40.04 of Customs Tariff Act, 
1975 be discontinued. 

10. An appeal against this order shall lie before the Customs, Excise and Gold 
(Control) Appellate Tribunal in accordance with theXct supra. 

L. V. SAFHARISHI, Designated Authority 
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